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PER CURI AM

Rodney Victor Harris appeals the district court’s orders
dismssing his 42 U S.C. § 1983 (2000) conpl aint w thout prejudice
under 28 U S. C 8§ 1915(e)(2)(B) (2000) and denying his post-
judgnent notion to anmend his conplaint and reinstate his action.
We have reviewed the record and find that this appeal is frivol ous.
Accordingly, we deny Harris’s notions for a review of all circuit
court transcripts and notions, for a continuance, for appointnent
of counsel, and for a reviewof all circuit court proceedi ngs, and
we di smss the appeal on the reasoning of the district court. See

Harris v. Virginia State Bar, No. CA-03-566-7 (WD. Va. filed Aug.

29, 2003; entered Sept. 2, 2003 & Nov. 18, 2003).

In addition, we have reviewed Harris’s response to our
order to show cause as to why he should not be sanctioned for
filing frivolous appeals and why he should not be enjoined from
filing further actions in this court until the sanctions are paid.
W find his response fails to show cause why sanctions and an
i njunction should not be inposed. Accordingly, having filed
nunmerous frivolous appeals fromdistrict court orders dism ssing
his civil conplaints for failure to state a clai mupon which relief
may be granted or for seeking nonetary relief from defendants who
are imune fromsuch relief, Harris is sanctioned in the amount of
$500, payable to the Appellee, and enjoined from filing further

actions in this court until the sanctions are paid, and unless a



district court judge finds the action is not frivolous. See

Foley v. Fix, 106 F.3d 556, 558 (4th Gr. 1997). W dispense with

oral argunent because the facts and Ilegal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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